arXiv:1110.4625v3 [hep-ph] 17 Mar 2012

KANAZAWA-11-17, UT-HET 059

Testing the Higgs triplet model with the mass difference at the LHC

Mayumi Aoki!, SHINYA KANEMURA 2, KEI YAacyu?2
YInstitute for Theoretical Physics, Kanazawa University,
Kanazawa 920-1192, Japan
2 Department of Physics, University of Toyama,
3190 Gofuku, Toyama 930-8555, Japan

In general, there can be mass differences among scalar bosons of the Higgs triplet field with the
hypercharge of Y = 1. In the Higgs triplet model, when the vacuum expectation value va of the
triplet field is much smaller than that v (~ 246 GeV) of the Higgs doublet field as required by
the electroweak precision data, a characteristic mass spectrum qu++ - qu+ ~ miﬁ - mio(z &)
appears, where m g4+, my+, myo are the masses of the doubly-charged (H™T), the singly-charged
(H*) and the neutral (¢° = H® or A”) scalar bosons, respectively. It should be emphasized that
phenomenology with £ # 0 is drastically different from that in the case with & = 0 where the doubly-
charged scalar boson decays into the same sign dilepton ¢7¢" or the diboson W W+ depending on
the size of va. We find that, in the case of £ > 0, where H™ ™ is the heaviest, H*" can be identified
via the cascade decays such as H¥+ — HYW T 5 0w+ w+C) 5 bty We outline how
the Higgs triplet model can be explored in such a case at the LHC. By the determination of the
mass spectrum, the model can be tested and further can be distinguished from the other models
with doubly-charged scalar bosons.

PACS numbers: 12.60.-i, 12.60.Fr, 14.80.Ec, 14.80.Fd

I. INTRODUCTION

In spite of its crucial role to trigger the electroweak symmetry breaking, the Higgs sector remains unknown, and its
essence is still mysterious. Exploration of the Higgs sector is the most important issue in current high energy physics.
Recent results of Higgs boson searches at the Tevatron and the LHC have strongly constrained the mass of the Higgs
boson in the Standard Model (SM) to be from 114 GeV to 145 GeV [1]. The Higgs boson is expected to be discovered
in near future at the LHC as long as the SM-like picture effectively holds.

At the same time there is no strong motivation to the minimal form of the Higgs sector proposed in the SM, where
only one scalar doublet field is introduced. In fact, extended Higgs sectors are often considered in the context of
various scenarios for physics beyond the SM, in which new phenomena such as neutrino oscillation @], dark matter B]
and/or baryon asymmetry of the Universe [4] are explained.

In order to explain tiny masses of neutrinos, several scenarios have been proposed in the literature, in which a source
of lepton number violation is introduced with additional Majorana neutrinos ﬂa], a triplet scalar field ﬂa] or triplet
fermion fields ﬂﬂ] In particular, the second possibility; i.e., the Higgs Triplet Model (HTM), where a scalar triplet
field with the hypercharge Y = 1! is added to the SM, is the simplest model which deduces the extended Higgs sector.
Assuming that the triplet scalar field carries two units of lepton number, the lepton number conservation is violated
in a trilinear interaction among the Higgs doublet field and the Higgs triplet field. Majorana masses for neutrinos are
then generated through the Yukawa interaction of the lepton doublet and the triplet scalar field. When the masses of
the component fields of the triplet are at the TeV scale or less, the model can be tested by directly detecting them,
such as the doubly-charged (H*%), singly-charged (H*) and the neutral scalar bosons.

In addition to the appearance of these charged scalar bosons, a striking prediction of the HTM is the relationship

among the masses of the component fields of the triplet scalar field; m3.., —m¥,, ~m3,, —m% (=€), where mp++,

mp+ and mgo are the masses of H¥*, H* and ¢°, respectively, where ¢° is H or A with H to be the triplet-like
CP-even Higgs boson and A to be the triplet-like CP-odd Higgs boson. The squired mass difference £ is determined by
v (=~ 246 GeV), the vacuum expectation value (VEV) of the doublet scalar field, and a scalar self-coupling constant.
As such a mass difference is not forbidden by the symmetry of the model, we may be able to distinguish the model
from the others which contain charged Higgs bosons by measuring €. Namely, if we discover H**, H* and ¢° and if
we confirm the relationship mentioned above, the model could be identified.

1 The convention of Y is defined by the relation of Q = I + Y.
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In the previous studies, the collider phenomenology in the HT'M has been discussed mainly by assuming & = 0 B,
[15]. In such a case, H** decays into the same sign dilepton £T¢* or the diboson W+W*, depending on the size of
vA, myg++ and also the detail of neutrino masses, where v is the VEV of the triplet field. These decay modes can be
a clear signature for H++. At the same time, HT decays into a lepton pair £t~ or W+ Z 2. In the case where Ht+
decays into £7¢T, the pair production process pp — HTTH~~ — ¢T¢*¢{~¢~ and the associated production process
pp — HTTH™ — (70T~ v would be useful to identify H*™" and to extract the flavor structure of the model at the
LHC [815]. The upper bound of my++ (> 250 — 300 GeV [16]) has been obtained from these processes. In the case
where HTF decays into WTW ™, on the other hand, the process pp — HYYH™~ — WYWYW "W~ — (T4~ jjjjlEr
and pp — HTYH~ — WTWTW~=Z — ¢+~ jjjjHp have been studied in Ref. [11].

However, in the case of £ # 0, as pointed out in Refs. m—lﬁ, ﬂ], the situation is changed drastically as compared
to that of the & = 0. There are two cases with £ # 0 depending on the sign of £. If £ is positive (negative), HTT is the
heaviest (lightest) of all the triplet-like scalar bosons. In the case of & < 0, while HT can decay into H++W =) [12]
the decay pattern of H™T is the same as in the case of £ = 0. On the other hand, in the case of £ > 0, the cascade
decay of HT* dominates; i.e., Htt — HTW+() o gOW W) as long as va is neither too small nor too large®.
Detailed analyses for collider signature of these processes for £ > 0 have not been studied so far.

In this paper, we focus on the phenomenology of the HTM with the mass difference among the triplt-like scalar
bosons at the LHC. In particular, we discuss the case with & > 0. In this case, the limit of the mass of H* from
the recent results at the LHC cannot be applied, so that the triplet-like scalar bosons with the mass of O(100) GeV
are still allowed *. We find that mpg++ may be reconstructed, for example from the process pp — HYtH~ —
(OWHEWHE) (pOW—=)) — (¢T¢+bbE7)(5jbb) by observing the Jacobian peak in the transverse mass distribution
of the (T ¢Tbblr system. In addition, my+ can be reconstructed, for example from the process pp — HT¢? —
(W) (bb) — (£tbbE7)(bb) by measuring the Jacobian peak in the transverse mass distribution of the £+ bbFr
system. Furthermore, mgo can be measured by using the invariant mass distribution of the bb system. From these
analyses all the masses of the triplet-like scalar bosons may be able to be reconstructed. By measuring these mass
differences, we may be able to distinguish models which contain doubly-charged scalar bosons, for instance, doubly-
charged scalar bosons from singlet fields which are motivated by the Zee-Babu model HE] and that from doublet scalar
bosons which are discussed in Refs. ﬂé, 19, @]

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we give a brief review of the HTM. In Sec. III, the decay branching
ratios of the triplet-like scalar bosons are evaluated in both the case of ¢ = 0 and £ # 0. In Sec. IV, we outline the
mass reconstruction of the triplet-like scalar bosons. Discussions are given in Sec. V, and conclusions are presented
in Sec. VI.

II. THE HIGGS TRIPLET MODEL

The Higgs sector is composed of the Y = 1 isospin triplet scalar field A and the Y = 1/2 doublet scalar field ®.
The most general Higgs potential is given by

V =m?® 0+ M*Tr(ATA) + [p@Tire AT® + hec.]

+ M (DT®)2 + )y [Tr(NA)]2 + ATr(ATA)2 + Ay (TD)Tr(ATA) + AsPTAATD. (1)
The component fields of ® and A can be parameterized as
+ At A+
2 0 1 .
@z{ 1 . } A= V2 + A” = —(6+va +1in). (2)
Lp+ov+ : 0o _a* |”
L(p+v+ix) Ao B 73
Imposing the vacuum condition, we can eliminate m? and M? as
1
m? = B [_21)2)\1 - ’UQA()\4 + )\5) + 2\/§;J,’UA} ,

v

e )

1
M? = M3 — 3 202 (A2 + A3) + 02 (Mg + X5)], MR =

2 Depending on M+, there are the other decay modes, e.g., HT — hW+, Ht — th, etc..

3 Recently the importance of this cascade decay has been mentioned in Refs. , ]

4 There are parameter regions where Ht1 decays into the same sign dilepton even in the case of & # 0 when va is extremely small. In
such a case, the scenario of the triplet-like scalar boson with the mass of O(100) GeV is excluded by the LHC direct search.



The mass of the doubly-charged scalar bosons H** (= A**) is calculated as

2
2 2 2 v
mH++ = MA — UA)‘3 — 3)\5
2

s, (02> 03). (4)

~ M? —
AT 9

Mass eigenstates of the singly-charged states, CP-odd states and CP-even states are obtained by

+ i - h
(Ze)=reo (e ) (X)=ro(3). (5)=-re(f).
[ cosf —sinf
R(0) = ( sinf cosd ) ’ (5)
where w* and z are the Nambu-Goldstone bosons which are absorbed by the longitudeinal mode of W* and Z,

respectively. The mixing angles 51, By and « are expressed as

2 _ 9.2
tan 20 ~ -2 AMA — 207 (A + )\5). (6)

v v
cosfly = ——r., cosfy = ——m—n, ~
b V2 + 204 bo VU2 + 4o v M3 — 202\

The mass formulae for the physical scalar bosons are

2 2 20} L o 2 , v
M+ = Ma T+ = _Z(U +2UA))‘5:MA_Z)‘5= (7)
dv 2
m3 = M3 (1+ f):Mg, (8)
mi ~ M3,
mi ~ 2\0%, 9)

for v? > v%. Notice that Eq. (@) is valid as long as M3 > 2A1v2. Throughout the paper, we keep this relation. From

above mass formulae, the mass difference ¢ is determined by —”TQ)\LL—,. It is useful to define the mass difference (not
squired) as Am = myg++ — mpg+. In the limit of vao — 0, Yukawa interactions and gauge interactions of h become
completely the same as those of the SM Higgs boson at the tree level. In this sense, we call h the SM-like Higgs boson.
Some theoretical bounds for the Higgs potential have been studied in Ref. ﬂ2_1|]

The neutrino masses are generated through the Yukawa interaction;

ﬁy = hijL_iLciTgALJL + h.C., (10)

where h;; is a 3 x 3 symmetric complex matrix and L’ is the i-th generation of the left-handed lepton doublet. The
neutrino mass matrix is obtained as

2

(M, ) \/—hUUA = hl] M2 . (11)

By this equation, the Yukawa coupling constant h;; and va are related with each other. This characteristic feature is
important to discuss the decay of the triplet-like scalar bosons: H** H* H and A. The decay branching fractions
of these scalar bosons are discussed in the next section.

In the HTM, the rho parameter p is predicted at the tree level as

2074
1+ 203
1o (12)
1 + A v
so that va is constrained from the current experimental data, pexp = 1.000815-0007 [22), i.e., va < 8 GeV.

We here give some comments on radiative corrections in this model. The relation m3,,, —m3, ~ m3,, —m2,

can be changed when radiative corrections are taken into account. Radiative corrections in models with p £ 1 at the
tree level have been studied in Refs. M], where the correction to the rho parameter is mainly discussed. However,
such an analysis of the radiative correction has not been done yet for the HTM with the triplet field with ¥ = 1,
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FIG. 1: Decay width of H*™  H' H and A as a function of va. We take my++ = 140 GeV (190 GeV), Am =10 GeV
(30 GeV) in the left (right) figure. In both the figures, my, is fixed to be 114 GeV.

neither to the rho parameter nor to the Higgs potential. A detailed study of radiative corrections in the HTM is an
important and interesting issue which will be performed in near future. In this paper, we focus on the strategy of
measuring the masses of the triplet field in the case with the mass differences at the LHC, so that we do not give a
further discussion on the radiative correction. At the one-loop level, the relation in mass differences can be rewritten
as

2 2
m -m
M:l—l—%o, (¢" = H or A), (13)
M — Mo

where d40 is the deviation from the tree level prediction due to radiative corrections, which is given as a function
of the masses and mixing angles. In principle, we may test the HTM with this kind of the corrected mass relation
instead of the tree level formula by measuring the masses of the bosons.

IIT. DECAY OF THE SCALAR BOSONS

In this section, we discuss the decay branching ratios of the triplet-like scalar bosons H** H* H and A ] We
discuss both the cases of £ = 0 and £ > 0. At the end of this section, we also comment on the case of £ < 0. The decay
modes of the triplet-like scalar bosons can be classified into three modes: (i) decay via the Yukawa coupling defined
in Eq. (), (ii) that via va and (iii) that via the gauge coupling. The magnitude of the Yukawa coupling constant
and va are related from the neutrino mass as in Eq. ({IJ). The main decay modes of H*+ and H™ depend on the size
of va and . The decay mode (iii) particularly is important in the case of £ # 0. Typically, in this case, the heaviest
triplet-like scalar boson decays into the second heaviest one associated with the W boson. The formulae of the decay
rates of H¥*, H* H and A are listed in Appendix A. Here, the leptonic decay modes through the Yukawa coupling
h;; are summed over all flavors and each element of h;; is taken to be 0.1 eV/(v/2va).

In FIG. [l the decay width for the triplet-like scalar bosons is shown in the case of Am = 10 GeV and Am =
30 GeV. Since there is a decay mode through the gauge coupling the minimum value of the decay widths of H™* and
H?* are O(107%) GeV for Am = 10 GeV and O(10~%) GeV for Am = 30 GeV. On the other hand, the decay widths
of H and A become minimum at va ~ 1074 — 1073 GeV with the magnitude of O(107!3 — 10712) GeV. This result
is consistent with Ref. [11].

We consider the decay branching ratio of HT+. In the case with Am = 0 and my++=140 GeV, H*T decays
into /T¢* with va < 1072 GeV or WHW+ with va > 1072 GeV. The value of va where the main decay mode
changes from H++ — (t/+ to Htt — WHW is shifted at va ~ 107* GeV when my++ = 300 GeV. In the case
of Am =10 GeV, H*T decays into HTW** in the region of 1076 GeV < wva <1 GeV (1076 GeV < va < 0.1 GeV)
for my++=140 GeV (320 GeV). Similarly, in the case of Am =30 GeV, HTT decays into HTW™* in the region of
1077 GeV < va <1 GeV for my++=190 GeV and 360 GeV. In FIG. ] the decay branching ratio of H++ is shown
as a function of va.

The decay branching ratio of H' is shown in FIG. In the case of Am = 0, H' decays into £Tv with va <
107* — 1072 GeV. When va > 1074 — 1073 GeV, HT decays into 77v, W+ Z and ¢5 for my+ = 120 GeV, while HT
decays into th, WtZ and hW* for my+ = 300 GeV. In the case of Am =10 GeV, similarly to the decay of H*+,
H* decays into ¢"W** in the region of 107% GeV < va <1 GeV (107% GeV < va <1072 GeV ) for my+ = 130
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FIG. 2: Decay branching ratio of H*" as a function of va. In the upper left (right) figure, m g4+ is fixed to be 120 GeV (300
GeV), and Am is taken to be zero. In the middle left (right) figure, myg++ is fixed to be 140 GeV (320 GeV), and Am is taken
to be 10 GeV. In the bottom left (right) figure, my++ is fixed to be 190 GeV (360 GeV), and Am is taken to be 30 GeV.
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(1077 GeV < wa S 1071 GeV) for my+ = 160 GeV (330 GeV).

The decay branching ratios of H and A are shown in FIG. @ Both H and A decay into neutrinos in the region of
va < 107* = 107% GeV. When va > 107* — 1072 GeV, both H and A decay into bb with mg = 119 GeV while H

(A) decay into hh and ZZ (hZ) with mgo = 300 GeV.

Finaly, we comment on the case of & < 0. In this case, H and A can decay into H¥WT() depending on the
magnitude of ¢ and va. At the same time, HT can decay into Ht+W (). The decay of H* is the same as in the

case without the mass difference.
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FIG. 3: Decay branching ratio of H" as a function of va. In all the figures, my is taken to be 114 GeV. In the upper left
(right) figure, my+ is fixed to be 120 GeV (300 GeV), and Am is taken to be zero. In the middle left (right) figure, my+ is
fixed to be 130 GeV (310 GeV), and Am is taken to be 10 GeV. In the bottom left (right) figure, m+ is fixed to be 160 GeV
(330 GeV), and Am is taken to be 30 GeV.

IV. MASS DETERMINATION OF THE TRIPLET-LIKE SCALAR BOSONS AT THE LHC

In this section, we discuss how the HTM with £ > 0 can be tested at the LHC. At the LHC, the triplet-like scalar
bosons H**, H* H and A are mainly produced through the Drell-Yan processes, for instance, pp — HTTH~~,
pp — HTH~, pp — H**HF and pp — H*¢? and pp — HA. In particular, latter three processes are important
when we consider the case of £ > 0. The cross sections for the latter three production processes are shown in FIG.

We comment on vector boson fusion production processes. There are two types of the vector boson fusion processes.
First one is the process via VV A vertices, where V = Z or W*. The cross section of this process is small, since the
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FIG. 4: Decay branching ratios of A and H as a function of va. In all the figures, my, is taken to be 114 GeV. In the upper
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FIG. 5: Production cross sections for the triplet-like scalar bosons in the Drell-Yan process.

V'V A vertex is proportional to va

5

The other one is the process via the gauge coupling constant. In particular,
qq — ¢'¢ H+¢? is the unique process whose difference of the electric charge between produced scalar bosons is two.
This production cross section is 0.51 fb (0.13 fb) at /s = 14 TeV (/s = 7 TeV ) assuming mass parameters Set 1

5 The magnitude of va may be determined indirectly via Bee/Bww or Tee and 0vB8 where HT+ — ¢4+ WHTWT are dominant ﬂﬁ}
On the other hand, it could be directly measured via qqg — ¢qW**Z* — ¢’qH* at the LHC @] and via ete™ — Z* - HEWT at

the TLC [31].



Process ||Am =0at/s=14 TeV (7 TeV)|Am =10 GeV at /s =14 TeV (7 TeV)|Am =30 GeV at /s = 14 TeV (7 TeV)|
pp— HTTH™ 310 fb (110 fb) 350 tb (120 fb) 140 b (43 fb)
pp— HTH 150 fb (53 fb) 230 fb (81 fb) 150 fb (50 fb)
pp — HA 200 fb (65 fb) 370 fb (130 fb) 330 fb (110 fb)

TABLE I: Production cross sections for the triplet-like scalar bosons in the case of Am = 0 with myg4++ = 140 GeV, those of
the case for Set 1 and Set 2.

| Scenario || Decay of H++ | Decay of H* |Decay of H|Decay of A|
(1a) (va =5 GeV) WHW+* [0.93]| W*Z [0.37], 77v [0.14] | b [0.82] | bb [0.89)
(1b) (va = 1072 GeV) || HTW ™ [1.0] [AW™* [0.5], HW ™ [0.5]| bb[0.82] | bb [0.89]
(lc) (va =107° GeV) || HTW™* [1.0] |AW™* [0.5], HWT* [0.5]| wv [1.0] vy [1.0]
(1d) (va = 107% GeV)|| £7¢T [1.0] v [1.0] vv [1.0] vv [1.0]

TABLE II: The main decay mode of the triplet-like scalar bosons in Scenario (1a) to Scenario (1d). The masses of the triplet-like
scalar bosons are taken to be as for Set 1. The number in ( ) represents the sample value of va corresponding to the scenario.
The number in [ ] represents the value of the decay branching ratio corresponding to the value of va displayed in ( ) in the
same row. Here, £ mode and fv mode are summed over all flavors.

which is given just below.
We consider the following two sets for mass parameters:

(Set 1) mp++ =140 GeV, mpy+ =130 GeV, mpy =ma =119 GeV, my = 114 GeV,
(Set 2) mp++ =190 GeV, mpy+ =160 GeV, mpy =ma =123 GeV, my = 114 GeV,
which correspond to the cases with £=(52 GeV)? and £€=(102 GeV)?, respectively. In the following numerical analysis,

A2 = 0 is taken. In these parameter sets, the production cross sections for the triplet-like scalar bosons are listed in
TABLE Il We can classify scenarios by the following four regions of va for Set 1:

Scenario (1la) wva =1 GeV,

Scenario (1b) 1073 GeV Swa <1 GeV,
Scenario (1c)  107% GeV S wva <1073 GeV,
Scenario (1d)  va <1076 GeV.

We can also classify scenarios by the following four regions of va for Set 2:

Scenario (2a) wva =1 GeV,

Scenario (2b)  107% GeV S wva <1 GeV,
Scenario (2¢) 1077 GeV < wva < 107* GeV,
Scenario (2d)  wa <1077 GeV.

In each scenario, main decay modes of the triplet-like scalar bosons are listed in TABLE [1l and TABLE [[IIl We here
analyse the signal for Set 1 which may be used to reconstruct the masses of the triplet-like scalar bosons. The signal
distributions discussed below are calculated by using CalcHEP @]

Scenario (1a) ;

We can measure my++ by observing the endpoint in the transverse mass distribution of the {*¢T Hp system
in the process pp - HTTH- — (WTWH)(W*2Z) — ((T¢THBr )(5577), (FIG. 6l upper left). At the same
time, we can also determine m g+ by measuring the endpoint in the transverse mass distribution of the £¥5j Er
system or the /T Fr system in the process pp — H+¢? — (WH*Z)(bb) — (¢1jiBr )(jpjs) or pp — HT¢° —
(7T ) (bb) = (6T B1 )(jojs), (FIG. B upper right and lower left). In addition, mgo can be determined by using
the invariant mass distribution or by observing the endpoint in the transverse mass distribution of the bb system
in the process pp — HA — (bb)(bb) — (jvjs)(jnjs), (FIG. Bl lower right).

Scenario (1b) ;
We can determine my++ by measuring the endpoint in the transverse mass distribution of the £¥4% jy,j, B sys-
tem in the process pp — HYTH ™ — (WH*WT*bb)(W=*bb) — ({0 jpjoBr )(5ijvis), (FIG. M left). Analysing



|Scenario || Decay of HT" | Decay of H* |Decay of H|Decay of A|
(2a) [va =5 GeV] WHTW** [0.76] | AW [0.47] HW™* [0.46]| bb [0.78] | bb [0.89)
(2b) [va = 1072 GeV]|| HYW™T* [1.0] | AW™T* [0.5] HWT* [0.5] | bb[0.78] | bb [0.89)
(2¢) [va =107° GeV]|| HTW™** [1.0] | AWT* [0.5] HW T [0.5] | wvv [1.0] vv [1.0]
(2d) [va = 1078 GeV]|| ¢T¢ [0.97] v [0.91] vv [1.0] vv [1.0]

TABLE III: The main decay mode of the triplet-like scalar bosons in Scenario (2a) to Scenario (2d). The masses of the
triplet-like scalar bosons are taken to be as for Set 2. The number in ( ) represents the sample value of va corresponding to
the scenario. The number in [ ] represents the value of the decay branching ratio corresponding to the value of va displayed in
() in the same row. Here, #¢ mode and v mode are summed over all flavors.

L Mg | mg | i /ma |
(la)|| pp— HT H™ — ("0 Fr)(5555) pp— HYH — ("5 Br ) (jojo) pp — HA = (jogv) (Jois)
[2.8 fb] (0.95 fb) [11 fb] (3.8 fb) [270 fb] (95 fb)
pp— H H — (" Br)(Gogs) | pp— H H — (07 Fr)(jbds)
9.3 fb] (3.3 fb) 9.3 fb] (3.3 fb)
(1b)||pp = HYTH™ — (€0 joju Br ) (idede) |pp = HTH — (€ jojo Br ) (jbjs) pp — HA = (joib) (Jois)
8.4 fb] (2.9 fb) (36 fb] (13 fb) [270 fb] (95 fb)
pp = HYH — (€ jojo Br ) (jojv)
[36 fb] (13 fb)
(1c) Challenging
(1d) Excluded

TABLE IV: The processes which can be used to reconstruct the masses of the triplet-like scalar bosons are summarized. The
numbers in [ ] and () represent the cross section for the final state of the process at /s = 14 TeV and /s = 7 TeV, respectively,
for Set 1. The values of the decay branching ratios of the triplet-like scalar bosons are listed in TABLE[[Il In this table, the
b-tagging efficiency is assumed to be 100 %.

the transverse mass distribution for the ¢*£7 j,j, B system, we treat that a lepton pair £*v from WT* as
one massless fermion as represented X in FIG.[[l This procedure is justified since the angle between ¢+ and
v is distributed almost around 0°. We can also determine my+ by measuring the endpoint in the transverse
mass distribution of the ¢*j,j, Br system in the process pp — HT¢? — (WH*bb)(bb) — (¢ juju B ) (jvin),
(FIG. [ center). In addition, mgo can be reconstructed by measuring the invariant mass distribution of the
bb system and by observing the endpoint of the transverse mass distribution of the bb system in the process
pp — HA — (bb)(bb) — (jujv)(juje) (FIG. [ right).

Scenario (1c) ;
The final state of the decay of the triplet-like scalar bosons always include neutrinos, so that the reconstruction
of the masses of the triplet-like scalar bosons would be challenging.

Scenario (1d) ;
This scenario is already excluded from the direct search results at the LHC for the processes of pp —
HYYH-—(H**HT) — (Tt 0= (0505 0Fy).

In TABLE [[V] processes which can use the reconstruction of the masses of the triplet-like scalar bosons are sum-
marized in each scenario. The cross sections for the final states of each process are also listed. In the case of Set 2,
the masses of the triplet like scalar bosons may be able to reconstruct in the similar way to the case of Set 1. Thus,
we show only the signal cross sections for the final states for Set 2 in TABLE [Vl

V. DISCUSSIONS

We give comments on the discrimination of the model from the others which contain doubly-charged scalar bosons
such as that from Y = 2 singlet scalar fields and/or Y = 3/2 doublet scalar fields. First, doubly-charged scalar
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] o E— ]

(2a)|| pp— H"TH™ — (( 0T Er)(Gijegs) |pp — HTH — (0 jojufor ) (ugs) |pp — HA = (Gojs) (Jbis)
2.7 fb] (0.84 fb) 21 fb] (6.9 fb) [230 fb] (76 fb)

(2b) |lpp = HYTH™ — (070 juju Bor ) (Gjgege) | pp = HTH — (€ jojs Br ) (Gogs) |pp = HA = (jbis) (jbis)
[3.2 fb] (0.99 fb) [22 fb] (7.2 fb) [230 fb] (76 fb)

2c Challengin
(2c) ging
(2d) Excluded

TABLE V: The processes which can be used to reconstruct the masses of the triplet-like scalar bosons are summarized. The
numbers in [ ] and () represent the cross section for the final state of the process at /s = 14 TeV and /s = 7 TeV, respectively,
for Set 2. The values of the decay branching ratios of the triplet-like scalar bosons are listed in TABLE [[TIl In this table, the
b-tagging efficiency is assumed to be 100 %.

101111 " " " " 10— LT T, 1 I I I
pp — HTH = I'vI'VH g F PP~ HH - 1TVjH B
sol- | 100~ -
m = 140 GeV m = 140 GeV B
8 [ m.=130Gev & gol- m,=130Gev .
60 - B L = il
% m =119 GeV % . mp =119 GeV
- v, =5GeV - VA:SGeV
o 40F 48 [ 7
> S 0 _
i o 40
201 - 20l |
— I | I L
%20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 %20 40 60 , 80 100 120 140 160
M, (] Er) [GeV] M (1jiE;) [GeV]
300————————————————
L H'H - TH i J T T
- - TV L - |
20 - 105 pp— HA — bbA M,,, (bb) 175 ]
r 1
3 T m,-=140Gev b r mye=140Gev ! !
£ 2001~ m,, = 130 GeV N g , m,,- =130 Gev i
[ - 7 10°F = ! E
S50l Mg=119Gev i % P Mp=119Gev i
£ | v,=5Gev 4 g [ V,=5Cev :I
1
=100 — 1y
>
- 4 Moy ik E
50 — i
I
i ik
00 ‘ 2‘0 ‘ 4‘0 ‘ éo ‘ éo ‘ 60 ‘ ‘20 ‘0 160 (o] EE Y T T Y I T : v
10 120 140 1 0020 40 100 120 140 160

+ 60 80
My (T ;) [GeV] M [GeV]
FIG. 6: The transvers mass distributions for each system in Scenario (1a). The total event number is assumed to be 1000. In
the bottom-right figure, the horizontal axis M represents the transverse mass distribution for the bb system Mr (bb) (solid) or
the invariant mass distribution for the bb system Min (bb) (dashed).

bosons from singlet fields appear in the Zee-Babu model HE] which generates neutrino masses at the 2-loop level.
The doubly-charged scalar bosons from this model do not couple to W boson. Thus, it may be distinguished by the
production process for doubly-charged scalar bosons associated with singly-charged scalar bosons. Second, we consider

the discrimination of the HTM from the model with the Y = 3/2 doublet Hs3/y = (H;r/g, H3+/2). The doubly-charged

component field H ;/JQF decays into H 3+/2WJF(*) because H3/» does not receive the VEV as discussed in Ref. ﬂﬂ] 6, H;?Q

6 If higher order operators are introduced as discussed in Refs. IE, @], H;/Jg can decay into the same sign dilepton.
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pp — H™H - X"X'bbH o pp —~ H'H - I'vbbH e pp _ HA - bbA - ;
r 7 r - B E M, (bb) I} 3
M = 140 GeV My =140 Gev Fm,.=140Gev VO 1 7
21007 m, . =130 GeV - _g [ my=130Gev 7 g F m,.=130GeV M_(bb) ! 1 N
5 m,o =119 Gev Sl my=119Gev N gmzz mg =119 Gev | ! B
c L 9 B c _ E I 3
g v, =001Gev £ L e 4 £ F it ]
S gl - > T F IH 1
o [T _ > !
50 o' i[! E
S Bl L i E Hil 3
= H ]
1

0 T R S I A B | 0 TR I I I N L1 07 : : L a

0 20 40 60 8 100 120 140 160 0 20 40 60 8 100 120 140 160 10 5515160

M, (X"X"bb) [GeV] M (I"bbE,) [Gev]

FIG. 7: The transvers mass distributions for each system in Scenario (1b). The total event number is assumed to be 1000.
In the right figure, the horizontal axis M represents the transverse mass distribution for the bb system Mr(bb) (solid) or the
invariant mass distribution for the bb system Min, (bb) (dashed).

decays into 7 or ¢s via the mixing with the singly-charged scalar boson from the Y = 1/2 doublet fields © while
H decays into ¢°W*(*) in the HTM. Therefore, we can distinguish these models because the final state is different.
Finally, the singly-charged Higgs boson in the HTM can also be discriminated from that in the two Higgs doublet
model (THDM). In both the models H™ is produced via pp — W* — HYA (H*H). In the THDM with the type
II Yukawa interaction including the minimal supersymmetric standard model 8, H+ decays into 771 or tb depending
on the mass of the Ht while H or A decays into bb as long as the masses are not too heavy. Therefore, the final
state of the pp — Ht A is 7Twbb or W*bbbb in the type Il THDM [34]. Although the latter final state is the same as
that in the HTM with ¢ > 0 we may be able to distinguish these models by reconstructing the top quark in the Wb
system. In the THDM with the type X Yukawa interaction (the lepton specific THDM), extra neutral Higgs bosons
decay into 7H7 instead of bb @], which is different from the HTM, and we would be able to separate the models.

We have discussed the case of light triplet-like scalar bosons with these masses of O (100) GeV. Here, we comment
on a rather heavy triplet-like scalar bosons case, e.g., my++= 320 GeV, my+= 310 GeV and mgo= 300 GeV. The
biggest change should be in the decay of the neutral scalar bosons; i.e., H (A) decays into hh (hZ) when va > 1073
GeV (see FIG. H). Decay of H™" is almost the same as in the case of the light triplet-like scalar bosons case (see
FIG.[2). H* can decay into tb instead of 77v (see FIG.[3). Since decay modes of the neutral scalar bosons change,
final states via H or A include more jets. At the same time, the production cross sections for the Drell-Yan processes
decrease in this case. For instance, the cross sections for pp — H*TH~, pp — H*¢" and pp — HA are 15 fb (3.4
fb), 7.7 fb (1.7 fb) and 5.6 fb (1.1 fb), respectively at /s = 14 TeV (7 TeV). Therefore, measurement the masses of
the triplet-like scalar bosons is rather challenging, especially when Ht+ decays into HTW (),

In this paper, we only have discussed the signal processes and we have not discussed backgrounds against the signal.
The background analysis is beyond the scope in this paper. It would be expected that the backgrounds can be reduced
after the appropriate kinematic cuts. For example, in the case of Scenario (1b), the main background against the
signal pp — HYTH~ — ({T0TbbEr)(jjbb) may come from tEW W ~. Typically, the cross section for this background
is O(1) pb at /s = 14 TeV. In the case where one of the W boson from the top quark decays hadronicaly; i.e.,
HWFTW = — (bltv)(bjf)(€Fv)(57), the cross section for the final state of the background would be O(10) fb. On the
other hand, the cross section for the final state of the signal pp — HT+H~ — (¢X0TbbFr)(jjbb) is 8.4 fb at /5 = 14
TeV. Although the cross sections for the signal and the background are comparable at this stage, the background can
be further reduced by reconstructing the top quarks by using the invariant mass distribution of the bjj system and
the endpoint in the transverse mass distribution of the blF7 system. In the case where both the W bosons from the
top quarks decay leptonicaly; i.e., ttW W~ — (bTv)(b0~v)(j7)(jj), the reconstruction of the top quarks would be
difficult. However, by using the electric charge identification for leptons, the background and the signal can be further
separated. The main backgrounds against the signal pp — HT¢? — (£¥bbE7)(bb) may come from tf and tiy* /ttg*
whose cross sections would be O(10) pb and O(1) pb at /s = 14 TeV, respectively. The cross section for the final
state of the signal pp — HT¢? — (¢FbbH7)(bb) is 36 fb at /s = 14 TeV. For the background of tf — (bf*v)(bjj),
the top quarks can be reconstructed similarly in the case of the background of #W W= — (b0*v)(bjj)(¢Fv)(jj), so
that this background would be separated. Next, the process tty*/ttg* — (bfTv)(bl~v)(jj) can be a background if
one of the charged lepton is miss identified. The cross section for the final state of the background would be O(10)

7 H;L/2 can decay into the SM particles if the model has two Higgs doublet fields with Y = 1/2 at least.

8 The mass of H+ with O(100) GeV is highly constrained by the b — s experiments @] in the general type II THDM.
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fb when the miss-identification rate for a charged lepton is assumed to be 10%. The cross sections for the signal
and the background are comparable at this stage. In this case, although we may not be able to use the top quark
reconstruction, by using the b-tagging and the cuts for the low energy jet, the background would be expected to be
reduced. However, it goes without saying that the detector level simulation is necessary to clarify the feasibility of
the signal. This would be a future task.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In the HTM, a characteristic mass spectrum & = m . — my, =~ m¥, —mj, is predicted when va < wv.
Therefore, by measuring this mass spectrum of the triplet-like scalar bosons, the model can be tested at the LHC.
We have investigated the collider signature in the HTM with £ > 0 at the LHC. In this case, H*T is the heaviest
of all the triplet-like scalar bosons. When va > 107% — 1072 GeV, HT does not decay into the same sign dilepton
so that the limit of the mass of H™ from the recent results at the LHC cannot be applied. We thus mainly have
discussed the case of light triplet-like scalar bosons whose masses are of O(100) GeV. In such a case, triplet-like scalar
bosons mainly decay into HTt — HTW+® Ht — #OW+®) and ¢° — bb. We have found that all the masses
of the triplet-like scalar bosons may be able to be reconstructed by measuring the endpoint in the transverse mass
distribution and the invariant mass distribution of the systems which are produced via the decay of the triplet-like
scalar bosons.

Detector level simulation should be necessary to clarify the feasibility of measuring the masses of the triplet-like
scalar bosons.
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Appendix A: Decay rates of the triplet-like scalar bosons

In this Appendix, we list the formulae of decay rates for H*+ H* H and A in order.

1. Decay rates of H**

The decay rates for H** can be evaluated as

, 1/2
T(H** = 507) = Sij|hz'j|2mf++ <1 - 72nz - ) [ m : )] ; (A1)
s

My m%[+ 7m HA+
D(HEE S W) — LA (321% - M ) ( iy ) (A2)
167me Mg+ Myt H++
?m3 . m2 m2,, 3/2
D(H* - HEWE) = 2105 cos? B, [A ( e )} : (A3)
16mmy;, My Mippy
346 2 2
T(H* — wHw*) = 2L A p (—”;W ) , (Ad)
5127 myy, H++
9g4mH++ miy.  mj
T H:t:t N HiWi* _ JJ "PHTT 2 G H w A5
( )= g cos 8 (1, ), (45)
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where m; is the lepton mass (i = e, p or 7) and S;; = 1, (1/2) for ¢ # j, (i = j). The functions of A(x,y), 8(z), F(z)
and G(z,y) are

Mz,y) =14+ 2% +y* — 22y — 22 — 2y, (A6)

Blw) = VA, 2) = V1 -4z, (A7)
B 713 1 , 3(1 — 8 + 2022) 3z —1

F(z)=—|1— x| (556—?4—;) +3(1 — 6z + 42°)|log Vx| + — arccos | ——p |, (A8)

G(z,y) ! {2(—1+x)3—9(—1+x2)y+6(—1+x)y2

= @
-1 — -1
arctan troy + arctan Tty
—/\((E,y) _)\(flf,y)

—3[1+(x—y)2—2y]ylogx}. (A9)

+6(1+z—y)yv—XAz,v)

Although the expression in Eq. (AQ) is different from that in Ref. [36], we have confirmed that the numerical value
by using Eq. (A9) coincides with that by using CalcHEP.

2. Decay rates of H*

The decay rates for H* can be evaluated as

3ms3 m2 m2, m?2 m2, m2 m?
+ y _ 9oMy+ . o q q q q q q
I'H* = q7) = sin” B4 [(mT +— - —5+—-— -4

8mv? e oML mi. mi mi. my,
) ) 1/2
P A10
X 53 , (A10)
mi, mi,
2 2
P(H® s (F0y) = 6,0 g (1o SRELL N PR All
( — L vj) = 0y Smu2 sin® B4 2 + [hij] oy cos” By 2 ; ( )
H+ H+
2 2 2 2 1/2 4 2 2\ 2
I—\(Hi N WiZ) — &UZ cos? B |:/\ ( TnQW , TnéZ )] 2+ % (1 . m2W _ TnQZ ) , (A12)
32mmp+ My Mt dmi,m?, My M
39%g% m? m2 40 | 160 .
D(HY s Wrz*) = —22Z2 2 cos? o H | -, —Z 7 — —sin? Oy + —sin? Oy |, A13
( ) 1024y VA €O8” Be 2 me, g St W T S oW (A13)
D(HE - W Z) = _99°9% 3 os? gy (M2 i (A14)
512m3mys 2 = mfﬁ ’ miﬁ ’
2,,,3 2 2 3/2
A g My m m3
D(HY — W)= 2B 2 o IV %, =2 Al5
( ¥ ) 647T2m%[/§H+W 7] m%pr ) m%{+ ’ ( )
D(HE = oW = 994&52 e m_??’ miy (A16)
v T pl12p3 SHTWTe m2,. my, |

where gz = g/ cosOy with 0y is the weak angle. The function H(x,y) is

arctan [%] + arctan [u

Ve S

H(z,y) = } [—3x3+(9y+7)x2 —5(1—y)2x+(1—y)3}

Twy{(_l + 2)[6y2 + y(392 — 9) + 2(1 — 2)?] — 3y[y? + 2y(3z — 1) — 2(3z + 4) + 1] 1ogx}, (A17)
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We have confirmed that the numerical value by using Eq. (A7) coincides with that by using CalcHEP. In Eq. (AT5)
and Eq. (AT0), ¢ denotes h, H or A and {g+w-; is expressed as

Eprvw-n = cosasin By — V2sinacos Ay,
Ep+w-p = sinasin By + V2 cos acos By,
Evw—a = sin By sin fx + V2 cos By cos B (A18)

3. Decay rates of H

The decay rates for H can be evaluated as

PO = ff) = Mmoo wall A19
( — ff) = W Sl « B m—%{ 5 ( )
I'NH - wvw)=T(H - v°0)+T'(H — v°v) Z Sw|hw| 1 cos? (A20)
4,j=1
4,3 2 m, 4 2
P(H = WHw™) = L2 (Dna — oy cosa) - M 3m4W g2, (A21)
16mmi;, \2 mey my
4,3 2 /1 2 4 2
P(H = 27) = 2220 (2 sina - 2us cosa (— -2z 3”12) s <m—2z> : (A22)
32mm7 \2 4 my my my
R Y ogi _ 2 2
T(H = WW*) = ¢®mpy (5sina ;}Acosa) P mgv (A23)
51273 my, miy
6 Ui 2 2
. gympy (§sina — 2va cos a) 40 | 160 . , my
I'H—Z7")= 7T— = 0 — 0 F|— A24
(H = 22°) = 30157 ) g st w + =gmsinthw JE{ TG (A2
M mj,
I'(H — hh) = 2225 —* A25
(H = hh) 87rmHB (m%{) ’ ( )
where
1
AHhh = 4—{2UA [ 2M3 + v2(\g + )\5)} cos® o 4 3 [=12M\; + 4(\g + Xs)] cos® asina
v2
+ 4o [2MA +0%(3Ng +3X3 — Ay — )\5)} cos asin® oo — 203 (A4 + A5) sin® a}
1
o~ E{ZUA [—2M3 4+ v* (A1 + As5)] cos® @ + v® [=12X1 + 4(As + A5)] cos® arsin a} (A26)
and N/ is the color factor with N4 = 3, N! = 1.
4. Decay rates of A
The decay rates for H can be evaluated as
P(A 5 J7) = sin? g Yemima g (5 A27
(A— ff) =sin ﬂowﬂ m—i ) ( )
> m
INA—w)=T(A—-vD)+T(A— ) = Z Sij|hij|24—A cos? By, (A28)
T
ij=1
2,3 2 2\ 13/2
I'NA—=hZ) = 694Z7:Z;§Z (cos asin By — 2sin acos By)? [)\ (Z—%, Z—g)] , (A29)

3 2 2 40 160
I'A— hZ*) = 10294Z 3(cosasinﬁo—2sinacosﬁo)2mAG (Z—%,:—g) (7— gsin29W+Tsin49W) . (A30)
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